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REMARKS 

Claims 2, 5, 6, 9, and 1 1 are pending. Claims 1, 3 S 4, 7, 8, and 1 0 have been canceled. 
The applicants respectfully request reconsideration and allowance of this application in view of 
the above amendments and the following remarks. 

Claims 1, 3 and 4 were rejected under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over the 
Aritake patent in view of the admitted prior art and Mesnel. Claims 1, 3 and 4 have been 
canceled. Therefore, this rejection will not be discussed. 

Claims 2 and 5-9 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
Aritake patent in view of the admitted prior art. Claims 7 and 8 have been canceled and thus wil 
not be discussed. As for claims 2, 5, 6 and 9 5 the applicants respectfully request that this • 
rejection be. withdrawn for the following reasons. 

Claim 2 has been amended to recite a plurality of protrusions provided to protrude into 
the mold cavity from positions adapted to mold an upper end of a bottom wall of the door glass 
run. This amendment is supported at least by Fig. 8 and lines 11-14 of page 1 1 of the 
specification. Further, claim 2 now recites the following: 

"said second plurality of sprue gates being provided to extend downwardly 
through said plurality of protrusions along a part of said mold cavity th at is 
adapted to mold the bottom wall, wherein said second plurality of sprue gates 
open into a lower part of said mold cavity that is adapted to mold a lower part of 
the bottom wall of the door glass run" 

This limitation is supported at least by Fig. 8 and lines 1 4-1 8 of page 1 1 of the 
specification* Neither the Aritake patent nor the admitted prior art discloses these features. 
Therefore, a combination of the Aritake patent and the admitted pri or art cannot include the 
features now recited in claim. 2, and this rejection should be withdrawn. 
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Claims 5, 6, and 9 depend on claim 2 aad are thus considered to be patentable over the 
combination of the Aritake patent and the admitted prior art for the reasons given above with 
respect to claim 2. 

Claim 10 was rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over the Aritake 
patent in view of the admitted prior art and Mesnel and further in view of Waid. Claim 10 has 
been canceled and thus will not be discussed. 

Claim 1 1 was rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over the Aritake 
patent in view of the admitted prior art and Waid. Claim 11 depends on claim 2, which is 
considered to be in condition for allowance for the reasons given above. Further, the patent to 
Waid fails to supply what is missing in the Aritake patent and the admitted prior art. Therefore, 
claim 1 1 is considered to be in condition for allowance for the reasons given above. 

In view of the foregoi ng, the applicants submit that this application is in condition for 
allowance, A timely notice to that effect is respectfully requested. If questions relating to 
patentability remain, the examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone. 

If there are any problems with the payment of fees, please charge any underpaym ents and 
credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No, 50-1 147. 



Posz Law Group, PLC 

12040 South Lakes Drive, Suite 101 

Reston, VA 20191 

Phone 703-707-9110 

Fax 703-707-9112 

Customer No. 23400 



Respectfully submitted, 
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